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Saturday, October 18 2003

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

VIA FACSIMILE
Dear Commissioner Copps,

As a consumer of broadcast {elevision, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” I am gravely
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy telavision.

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to
and buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a
consumer If switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-
resolution displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not
allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV

devices that are more expensive and less valuable.

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With
today's technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create,
and participate. [ can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a
home movie; send an email clip of my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a
TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems
designed to remove this contro! and flexibility that I enjoy.

If the move to digital television does not make the public's vlewing experience more
enjoyable, flexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new
digital equipment? A prettier TV picture 1s hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my
current consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of
broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast
flag.

Sincerely,
Louis Papineau

682 North Elm Street ;
Wallingford, CT 06492
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Octaber 183, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street. HY

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to tell you that I oppose any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen. I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

If we are to have a robust, competitive narket for consumer electronics., the
manufacturers must have the ability teo innovate for their customers allowing
novie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will result in the
studios telling technologists what new products they can create This will result
in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want,
and 1t could result 1n customers having to pay higher prices inferior
functionalaity

If the FCC were to 1ssue a broadcast flag mandate, I, for one. would be less
likely to purchase DTV-capable receivers and other squipment I am not willing to
pay extra for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do

not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital telsvision Thank you for your
attention

Sincerely.

Ellen Jamieson
402 Hillside Ave
Leonia, RJ 07605
ISA




Page 1 0of1 316 00 PM, 10/18/03 5413023099

October 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
145 12th Stree=t. HW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC~mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, ] feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation., consumer rights. and the
ultimate adoption of DTY¥

A robust. competitive market for consumer elestronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers &llowving novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank yvou for yvour tine

Sincerely.

Marc Chrusch

2131 Aerie Heights Caove
Sandy. UT 84092

USA
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October 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael ] Coppe
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Waslington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my oppoeition to eny FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technolopy for digital television Asa consumer
and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for inrovation, consume rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronice must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto features of DT V-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcaet flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers ana other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my righte at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadcast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincetely,

John West

17 Luzon Ave
Providence, R1 02906
USa
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October 18, 2003

Commissloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Comm!ssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Bear Michael Copps,

I am writing to valce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptian of "broadeast flag” technology for dighal television Asa
consumer and citizen, 1 feel strongly thaet such a pollcy would be bad for Innovation, cansumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumar electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for their
customers Allowing maovie studics to veto features of DTVereception equipment will enable the studios to tell technoioglsts
what new products they can create This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and |t couid result In me belng charged more money far Inferlor functionality

It the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less Ikely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment | will not pay mere for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jeremy Beker

142 Sharps Rd
Willlamaburg, VA 23188
usa
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October 18, 2003

Commigsioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my oppostition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitel television As a
consumer and citizen, | feel strongly thet such a pelley would be bed for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the uitimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rasted In manutacturers' ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studies to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can créate This will result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It could result In me baing charged more money for inferlor functionallty

If the FCC Isaues a broadeast tlag mandate, | would actually be less Hkely to make an investment In DTV-capable recelvars
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that limtt my rights at the behest of Hoilywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digha! televigion. Thank you for your time

Slncerely,

Mare Sherry

380 Springside Way
Wil Valley, CA 94941
UsA
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October 18, 2003

Commlssioner Michael o Copps
Federal Communications Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel atrongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaptien of OTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technalaglats
what new praducts they can create This will result In products that don't necassarily reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result in me belrng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

it the FCC lssues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devicea that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Cereell Plper

1385 Meadowrldge Drive
Corralltas, CA 95078
usa
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October 18, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technclogy for digatal
telewsion, As a consumer and atzen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compennve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to tnnovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equpment wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wall result 1n products that den't necessanly reflect
what consumers hke me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

1f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mendate, I would actually be less hkely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. [ will not pay moze for devices that limut my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digytal television. Thank you for your nme.

Sincerely,

Philip Thomasson
675 Greystone Park
Atlanta, GA 30324
USA
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October 18, 2003

Commissiotier Michael J] Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 1 2th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" techniology for digital television As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie studios to veto featres of DTV-reception equipment will enable the stndios to tell technologists what new products they can
create This will result in products that don't necessasily reflect what consurners like me actually want, and it could result in me bemg
charged more money for infetior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do net mandate broadcast flag
techuology for digital television Thauk you for your time

Sincerely,

Daniel Garlinger

4607 Cryetal Clear Drive
Hilliard, OH 43026

Usa
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Qctober 18, 2003

Comnmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HY

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technolegy for digital television As a consumer and citizen., I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

A rTobust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Alloving mnovie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception egquibment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want. and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC 1issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest aof Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Shawn Kilburn

1214 HW 25th #4
Portland. OR 97210
USa
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October 18. 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Commnunications Commission
445 12th Street. HU

WYashington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television 4s a consumer and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for rnnovation. consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and 1t eculd
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC aissues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Chrais Thonas

13755 Bear Valley Road
Moorpark, CA 93021

USA
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October 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnnng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital
television. As g consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for inrlovation, consumer
aghts, and the ultirnate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentve market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DYTV-reception equipment w1l enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create, This will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me betng charged more money for infenor
functonzlity.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actudlly be less Likely to make an investment i DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limst my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewsion. Thank you for your hme.

Suncerely,

Shana Fox

811 Harnman HWY
Olver Spongs, TN 37840
USA
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October 18, 2003

Comnissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NUW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I an writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a palicy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
manufacturers’ ability, to innovate for their customers Allowing movie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more mnoney for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag nandate, I would actually be less likely to
nake an i1nvestment 1n DTV—capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood FPlease do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your tine

Sincerely.

David Shaw

414 Columbus Ave
Somerville, MA 021473
USaA
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Qctober 18, 2003

Coemmissioner Miehaal J Copps
Federal Communications Cammlssion
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

'am writing te volee my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television As a

consumer and chtizen, | feel strongly that auch a polley would be bad for Innovatien, consumer rights, and the uitimete
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enabie the studios te tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In produets that don't necassarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me
actually want, and i could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be lesa Yikely to meke an investment In DTV-capable recalvers
and ether equipment | will not pay more for devices that fimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast fiag technalogy for digttal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Thomas Seay

2804 Cranley St
Lawrence, KS 88048
USA
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October 18, 2003

Cotmnmissioner Michael I Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital telsvision As a consumer
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the nltimate adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for conpumer electronice muat be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowing
movie gtudios ta veto feetures of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologivts what new products they can
create Thus will result in products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being
charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I wonld actually ba less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other
equipment I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate broadeast flag
technology for digital television Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

(tarrett Moffitt
20148 SW 70th Ave
Tualatin, OR 97062
USa
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October 18, 2003

Commussioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Commumcations Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wating to voice my opposttion to any FCC-mandated adopton of "broadeast flag” technology for digytal
television. As a consumer and atizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnnovaton, consumer
nights, and the ultmate adopticn of DTV.

A robust, compentve market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers’ ability to wnnovate for
thesr customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV.reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus wall result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 10 me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

If the FCC 1s5ues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
tecervers and other equipment. I will not pay mozre for devices that lurut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewision. Thaak you for your hme.

Sincerely,

M Hanseman

3 Mana La.
Edgewood, NM B7015
USA
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October 18, 2003

Commussioner Michael . Copps
Federal Commurnicatons Comrmission
445 12th Street, NW/

Washington, 1D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnung to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
television. As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovanon, consumer
rights, and the ulttmate adophon of DTV.

A robust, competihve market for consumer electromics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing mowie studios to veto features of DTV-teception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. This wall result 1n products that don't necessanly refiect
what consumers like me actually want, and at could zesult 1n me being charged more money for infenor
functionahty.

If the FCC 1s5ues 2 broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limut my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digtal telewision. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Lawrence Jacob Siebert
16960 Oakndge Lane
Morgan Hill, CA 95037
USA




Pege 1 of 1 12043 PM, 10/18/03 5413023099

Oectober 18, 2003

Commlssicner Michael 4 Copps
Federal Communications Commlission
445 12th Street, NW

Wagshington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to valee my opposition to any FCC-mandeted adoption of "eroadcast flag" technology for digital television As a
consumer &nd cltizen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad far Inmovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted in manufacturers' abliity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlhg maovie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create This will result In products thet don't heceasarlly reflect what consumers |ke me
actually want, and It could result In me being charged more money for Inferior functionality

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | wouid actually be less |Ikely to make an Investmant In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment ! will not pay more for devices that Iimit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dightal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Glenn Lang

15125 Horton St

Overland Park, KS §6223-3231
Albanla
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Qctober 18, 2003

Commlssloner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commilsesion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volea my oppositian to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digital television As a

cansumer and cltizen, | feel atrongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, conaumaer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consuimer electronles must be rosted In manutacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV.reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new preducts they can create This wili result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
attually want, and it could rasult in me belng charged rmore money for inferlor functionality

I the FCC lasues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for davices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyweod Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for dightal televislon Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Michael A Cooper
17 Vernon St
Newton, MA 02458
USA
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Qctober 18, 2003

Connissioner Hichael J Copps
Federal Comnunications Commission
445 12th Stre=et, NU

Washington. D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps.

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast
flag" technology for digital television As a consumer and citizen, I feel

strongly that such a policy would be bad for i1nnovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV

4 robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in
nanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers Allowving novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like me actually want, and 1t could
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment I will not pay
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your tine

Sincerely,

Patrick Broadfoot
4532 Lehua Street
Kapaa, HI 96746
USh
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October 18, 2003

Commussioner Michael |, Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washingten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wonng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digtal

telewsion. As a consumer and cinzen, I feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovaton, consumer
rights, and the ulhmate adopton of DTV,

A robust, compettive macket for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to innovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studhios to veto features of DTV-1eception equipment w1l enable the studios to
tell technologists what new products they can create. Thus will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor

functonality.

[f the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DT V-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that bimit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadeast flag technology for dipital telewmision. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Bishop Whllans
3012 171st PL NE
Bellevue, WA 98008
USA
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Qctober 18, 2003

Cemmissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commi|gsion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volce my oppesition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital televislon As a
consumer and cltizen, i feel strongly that such @ policy weuld be bad for Inncvation, consumer rights, gnd the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rocted In manufacturers' ablitty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what hew products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what constimers llke me
actually want, and f could result [h me being ¢charged more maney for Inferler functionallty

If the FCC |ssues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that [imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood Pleasa do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for dighal televigion Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Jeff Beene

267 Highland Ave #3
Somerville, MA 02143
LUSA
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QOctober 18, 2003

Commlssioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communleations Commlasion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D € 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am writing to volce my oppostion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadcast flag" technology for diglhtal television As a
consumer and cltizen, | feel atrongly that such & policy wouid be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for eonsumer alectronics must be rooted In manufacturars' abllity to Innavate for thelr
custormers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wiil énable the studios to tell technologlats
wiat new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers ilke me
actually want, and It could result In me being eharged more money for Inferlor functionality

It the FCC lgsues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less |lkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other aquipment | will not pay more for devices that limft my rights at the behest of Hollywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digital televislon Thank you for your time

Sinceraly,

Aaron Baker

458 A Creswell Hall
Athens, GA 30805
USA
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Ocrober 18, 2003

Commussioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commussion
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adopnon of "broadeast flag" technology for digrtal
telewision. As 2 consumer and atzen, I fee] strongly that such a pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compettive market for consumer electronics must be rooted 1n manufacturers' abihity to inncovate for
their customers. Allowinig mowie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment wall enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result 1n products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result 1n me being charged more money for infenor
funcuonahty.

If the FCC 1ssues a broadcast flag mandate, [ would actually be less likely to make an investment 1n DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that himit my oghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digytal telemsion. Thank you for your tume.

Sincerely,

Billy Dawdson
3003 Ringle Rd
Atlanta, GA 30341
USA
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October 18, 2003

Commissioner Michael J Copps
Federal Communlcations Commisalon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D C 205854

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volce my opposttion to any FCC-mendated adoption of "broadceast flag" technology for digital televislon Asa
consumer and cltizen, | fee! strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A ropust, competitive market for consumer sisctronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowing movie studios to veto features of OTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists
what new products they can create This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for Inferlor functionallty

If the FCC lesues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be |ess likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers
and other equipmant | wili not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the bahest of Hollywood Please do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

David Hull

2 Ceean Ave

Apt 4

Marblehaad, MA 01945
USA




